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Response to Letter 17 

 
DUNHAM, GWINN (February 25, 2002) 

 
 
 
1. Comment acknowledged. 
 
2. Comment acknowledged. 
 
3. Comment acknowledged. 
 
4. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to Response to Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 

Coalition – March 7) comment 17. 
 

5. Although the groundwater analysis prepared for this Final EIS indicates that no 
impact to off-site wells would occur with proposed mining, the Groundwater Monitoring 
Program has been revised and updated.  The Groundwater Monitoring Plan has been 
revised to assign oversight of Monitoring Plan implementation to the Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and Jefferson County.  The final scope of the 
Plan would be approved by the DNR and Jefferson County during the permit review 
process.  A qualified consultant selected by Glacier, and approved by DNR and 
Jefferson County, would conduct the monitoring and prepare the reports.  At Glacier’s 
expense, a qualified consultant jointly selected by DNR and Jefferson County, and 
approved by Glacier, would review the reports.  If contingency planning becomes 
necessary, that consultant would also, at Glacier’s expense, assist these agencies in 
working with Glacier to develop contingency response actions.  Please refer to Appendix 
I IX for detail on the Plan.  Please also refer to Response to Letter 4 (Jefferson County), 
comment 1. 

 
6. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to Response to Letter 4 (Jefferson County), 

comment 12 for a discussion on quarry elevations. 
 
7. Comments acknowledged.  Please refer to Response to Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 

Coalition – March 7) comment 121. 
 
8. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to the Groundwater section of this Final EIS for 

discussion on the potential for marine water intrusion impacts to area wells resulting 
from the Proposed Action. 

 
9. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to the Plants & Animals section of this Final EIS 

for a discussion on the potential impacts to fisheries resources with continued mining 
operations. 

 
10. Comment acknowledged.  Please refer to Response to Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 

Coalition – March 7), comment 17.  Please also refer to the Surface Water and 
Groundwater sections of this Final EIS for the analysis of water conditions with the 
proposal. 
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11. Comment acknowledged. Please refer to Response to Letter 7 (Mats Mats Area 
Coalition – March 7) comment 17. 

 
12. To ensure that only clean soil is utilized for reclamation purposes, Glacier Northwest has 

implemented a Clean Soil Acceptance Policy.  The Clean Soil Acceptance Policy 
specifies that clean soil is earthen material that does not contain the following:  
radioactive or hazardous waste, construction or demolition waste, broken concrete or 
asphalt, tires or other rubber or plastic materials, garbage, rubbish, wood waste or other 
organic matter, or soil associated with any cleanup action.  Please also refer to 
Response to Letter 4 (Jefferson County), comment 5. 

 
13. Comment acknowledged. 
 
14. Comment acknowledged. 
 
 


